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October 11, 2003 

Commissioner Kathleen Q. Abemathy 
Federal Communications Commission 

Washington, D.C. 20554 

Dear Kathleen Abemathy, 

I a m  writing to voice my opposition to MY FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast f lag technology for digtal 
televlsion. As a consumer snd cibzen, I feel strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation, consumer 
rights, and the ultimate adoption of DTV. 

A robust, compehtive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in manufacturers' ability to innovate for 
their customers. Allowing movie studlos to veto features of DTV-reception equipment d l  enable the studios to 
tell technolopts what new products they can create. This will result in products that don't necessanly reflect 
what consumers like me actually want, m d  it could result in me being charged more money for infeenor 
funchonality. 

If the FCC issuer a broadcart flag mandate, I would actually be less likely to make an inveshnent in DTV-capable 
receivers and other equipment. I wll not pay more for devices that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood. 
Please do not mlndate broadcurt flag technology for & g d  television. ?hulk you for your b e .  

Sincerely, 

Bnan Nicks 
952 Cartlewood Dr. Apt 1 
Los Gatos, CA 95032 
USA 

445 12th Street, NW 
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October 11. 2003 

Commissioner Kathleen Q Abernathy 
Federal Communicat ions Commission 
4 4 5  12th Street, NW 
Washington. D C 20554 

Dear Kathleen Abernathy 

I am writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of '"broadcast 
flag" technology for digital television. As a consumer and citizen. I feel 
strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovatlon. consumer rights. and the 
ultimate adoption of DTV 

A robust. competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in 
manufacturers' ability to innovate for their customers. Allowing movie studios to 
veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studios to tell 
technologists what new products they can create. This will result in products 
that don't necessarily reflect what consumers like me actually want, and it could 
result in me being charged more money for inferior functionality. 

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate. I would actually be less likely to 
make an investment in DTY-capable receivers and other equipment. I will not pay 
more for devices that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood. Please do not 
mandate broadcast flag technology for digital television. Thank you for your time. 

Sincerely. 

Michael Rush 
3809 Fairway Circle 
Las Yegas. NV 89108 
USA 
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October 11, 2003 

Commlssloner Kathleen Q Abernathy 
Federal Communleatlons Commlsslon 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washlngton, D C 20554 

Dear Kathleen Abernathy, 

I am wrltlng to volce my opposltlon to any FCC-mandated adoptlon of "broadcast flag" technology for dlgkal televlslon As a 
consumer and cltlzen I feel strongly that such a polley would be bad for Innovatlon, consumer rlghts, and the ultlmate 
adoptlon of D N  

A robust, competlttve market for consumer electronlcs must be rooted In manufacturers' ablllry to Innovate for thelr 
cugtomers Allowing movle studios to veto features of DN-receptlon equlpment wlll enable the nudles to tell technologlsts 
what new products they can create Thls wlll result In products that don't neeessorlly reflect what consumers Ilke me 
actually want, and It could result In me belng charged more money for Inferior functlonalky 

I? the FCC Issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be 189s llkely to make an Investment In DN-capable recelvers 
and other equlpment I wlll not pay more for devlces that llmlt my rlghts at the behest of Hollywood Please do not mandate 
broadcast flag technology for dlglta televlslon Thank you for your tlme 

Slncerely, 

Rlchard wan 
603 Wlld Forest Dr 
Homewood, AL 35209 
USA 
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Commlssloner Kathleen Q. Abernathy 
Federal Communlcatlons Comrnlsslon 
445 12th Street, NW 
Waohlngton, D.C. 20554 

Dear Kathleen Abernathy, 

I am wrltlng to volce my oppootlon to any FCC-mandated adoptlon of "broadcast flag" technology for dlgkal televlslon. As a 
consumer and cltlzen, I reel strongly that such a pollcy would be bad tor Innovation, mnsumer rlghn. and the ultlmate 
adoptlon of DTV. 

A robust, competklve market for consumer electronlcs must be rooted In manutacturen' abllky to Innovate for thelr 
customers AlloWlng movle studlos to veto features of DN-receptlon equlpment wlll enable the studbs to tell technologlsts 
what new products they can create Thls wlll result In products that don't necessarlly reflect what consumers llke me 
actually want, and It could rewlt In me belng charged more money for Inferlor functlonalb. 

If the FCC Issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less llkely to make an Investment In DN-capable recelvers 
and other equlpment I wlll not pay more for devlees that Ilmk my rlghts at the behest of Hollywood Please do not mandate 
broadcast flag technology for dlgltal televlslen Thank you for your t h e  

Slncerely, 

Andrew Garcla 
1022 Plerce St 
San Francloco, CA 941 15 
USA 
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October 10, 2003 

Commissioner Kathleen Q. Abemathg 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, D.C. 20554 

Dear Kathleen Abemathy, 

I a m  writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast flag" technology for digtal 
television. As a consumer and citizen, I feel strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation, consumer 
r i g h t s ,  and the ulhmate idophon of DTV. 

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in manufacturers' ability to innovate for 
their customers. Allowing movie studios to veto features of DTV-reception equipmentwill enable the studios to 
tell technologsts what new products they can create. ?his d l  result in products that don't necessarily reflect 
what consumers like me actually want. and it  could result in me being charged more money for inferior 
functiondity. 

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less hkely to make an investment in DTV-capable 
recewerr and other equipment. I wll not pay more for demcer that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood. 
Pledse do not mandate broadcast flag technology for &gtd  televlrion. ?hulk you for your time. 

Sincerely. 

Rob Blaclnvelder 
280 Lenox Ave. Suite Q 
OaMand, CA 94610 
USA 
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October 10, 2003 

Commlssloner Kathleen Q Abernathy 
Federal Communlcatlons Commlsslon 
445 12th street, NW 
Washlngton, D C 20554 

Dear Kathleen Abernathy, 

I am wrltlng to volce my opposltlon to any FCC-mandated adoptlon of "broadcast flag" technology for dlgkal televlslon As a 
consumer and cltlzen. I feel strongly that such a polky would be bad for Innmtlon, consumer rlgMs, and the ultlmate 
adoptlon of DTV 

A robust, competittve market for consumer electronlcs must be rooted In rnanuhcturers' abllty to Innoate for thelr 
customers Allowlng movle studlos to veto features of DTV-receptlon equlpment wlll enable the studlos to tell technologlns 
what new products they can create Thls wlll result In products that don't necessarlly reflect what consumers llke me 
actually want, and It could result In me belng charged more money for lnferlor functlonalty 

If the FCC Issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less llkely to make an Investment In DTV-capable recelvers 
and other equlpment I wlll not pay more for devlces that llmit my rlghts at the behest of Hollywood Please do not mandate 
broadcast flag technology tor dlgkal televlslon Thank you for your tlme 

Slncerely 

Marko Antonlo Jullo Esplnoza Cangahuala 
Fergusonstraat 98 
Oranlestad, FRGSTR98 
Aruba 
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October I O ,  2003 

Commlssloner Kathleen Q Abernathy 
Federal Communlcatlons Commlsslon 
445 12th street, NW 
Washlngton, D C 20554 

Dear Kathleen Abernathy, 

I am wrltlng to volce my opposklon to any FCCmandated adoptlon of "broadcast flag" technology for d lgb l  televlslon As a 
censumer and chlren, I feel strongly that such a polley would be bad Tor Innovation, consumer rlghts, and the ultlmate 
adoptlon of D N  

A robust, competltlve market for consumer elenronlcs must be rooted In manufacturers' abllky to Innovate for thelr 
customers Allowlng movle studlos to veto features of DN-receptlon equlpment wlll enable the studlos to tell technologlsts 
what new products they can create Thls wlll result In products that don't neceosarlly rftflect what consumers llke me 
actually want, and It could result In me belng charged more money for Inferlor functlonalky 

If the FCC Issues a broadcasttlag mandate, I would actually be less Ilkely to make an Investment In DN-capable recelvers 
and other equlpment I wlll not pay more tor devlces that llmlt my rlghto at the behest of Hollywood Please do not mandate 
broadcast flag technology for d lgb l  televlslon Thank you for your t h e  

Slncerely. 

Aaron Edberg 
210 Starlane Drlve 
La Canada, CA 91011 
USA 
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October 10, 2003 

Commissioner Kathleen Q. Abemathy 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, D.C. 20554 

Dear Kathleen Abemathy, 

I m writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast flag" technology for &gd 
telemsion. As a consumer and cihzen, I feel strongly that such P policy mould be bad for innovation, consumer 
nghtr, and the ulhmate vdophon of Dn'. 

A robust, competitive markt  for consumer electronics must be rooted in manufacturers' ability to innovate for 
their customers. Alloaing movie s t d o s  to veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studios to 
tell technologrtr what new products they can create. ? h i 5  will rarult m products that don't necessarily reflect 
what consumers like me actually want, and it could result in me being charged more money for infedor 
functionality. 

If the FCC 155UCP P broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less likely to make an invesment in DTV-capable 
receivers and other equipment. I will not pay more for devices that h i t  my rights at the behest of Hollywood. 
Please do not mandate broadcast flag technology for de ta l  television. Thank you for your time. 

Sincerely, 

seth wandersman 
210 rimngton s t  
apt 7 
New York, NY 10002 
USA 
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October 10, 2003 

Commissioner Kathleen Q. Abernathy 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, D.C. 20554 

Dear Kathleen Abemathy, 

I am writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast flag" technology for distal 
television. As a consumer and ahzen, I feel strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation, consumer 
nghts, md the ultimate adophon of Dn' .  

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in manufacturers' ability to innovate for 
their customers. Allomng movie studios to veto features of DTV-reception equipment Wll enable the stu&os to 
tell technologsts what new products they can create. This will result in products that don't necessady reflect 
what consumers like me acturllywant, and it could result in me b a g  charged more money for inferior 
funchondity. 

If the FCC Issuer a broadcast flag mandate, I would actudly be less likely to make ~n investment in DTV-capable 
recevers and other equipment. I wll not pay more for demces that limit my rights at the behest of Hollyarood. 
Please do not mandate broadcast flag technology for datal television. Thank you for your time. 

Sincerely, 

Michael Alderete 
569 Hvlght Street 
San Francisco, CA 94117 
USA 



Page 1 Of 1 10.5552 PM, 10/10/03 5413023099 . 

tommlsnloner Kathleen Q Abernathy 
Federal Communlcatlons Commlsslon 
445 12th street, NW 
Washlngton, D t 20554 

Dear Kathleen Abernathy, 

I am wrltlng to volce my opposklon to any Ftt-mandated adoptlon of"broadcastf1ag" technology for dlgkal televlslon As a 
consumer and CBzen, I feel 9trongly that such a polley would be bad for Innovatlon, consumer rlghts. and the ultlmate 
adoptlon of DTV 

A robu9t. competklve market for consumer eleclronlcs must be rooted In rnanulpcluren' iblllty to Innovate lor thelr 
customers Allowlng movle studlos to veto features of DTV-reeeptlon equlpment wlll enable the studlo9 to tell technologlns 
what new products they can create Thls wlll result In products that don't neeessarlly reflectwhat consumers llke me 
actually want, and It could result In me belng charged more money for Inferlor lunctlonallty 

If the F t t  Issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less llkely (0 make an Investment In DN-capable recelven 
and other equlpment I wlll not pay more for devlces that llrnk my rlghts at the behest of Hollywood Please do not mandate 
broadcast flag technology for dlgtal televlslon Thank you for your t h e  

Slncerely, 

Robert kaye 
713 Grand Ave #4 
San Luls Oblspo, CA 93401 
USA 



October 10, 2003 

Commissioner Kathleen Q. Abemathy 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, D.C. 20554 

Dear Kathleen Abemathy, 

I a m  &tine to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast flag" technology for datal 
telermsion. As a consumer and citizen, I feel strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovahon, consumer 
rights, and the ulhmate idoption of DTV. 

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in mmufacmrers' ability to innovate for 
their customers. Allowingmovle studios to veto features of DTV-reception equipmentwill enable the s h d I 0 5  to 
tell technologsts what new products they can create. This will result in products that don't necessady reflect 
what consumers bke me uctually want, and I t  could result in me being charged more money for inferior 
functionality. 

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less lihly to mate an inveshnent in DTV-capable 
receivers 2nd other equipment. I will not pay more for devtces that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood. 
Please do not mandate broadcast flag technology for digd television. Thank you for your time. 

Sincerely, 

Zach Mdrngren 
127 Hines 
Peoria, IL 61614 
USA 
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October 10, 2003 

Commissioner Kathleen Q. Abemathy 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, D.C. 20554 

Dear Kathleen Abernathy, 

I am wnting to voice my opposihon to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast flag" technology for dgital 
telemsion. As a consumer and cihzen, I feel strongly that such a policywould be bad for innovation, consumer 
nghts. m d  the ulhmate adoption of DTV. 

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in manufacturers' ab&y to innovate for 
their customers. Allowing movie stud~os to veto features of DTV-reception equipment Mll enable the studios to 
tell technologists what new products they can create. ?his will result in products that don't necessarily reflect 
what consumers like me actually want, m d  it could result in me being chacged more money for inferior 
functionality. 

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less likely to make an investment in DlT-capable 
receivers and other equipment. I will not pay more for demces that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood. 
Please do not mandate brondcast flag technology for dtgital television. ?hank you for your t h e .  

Sincerely, 

Mark h g s t o n  
4337 Renvssance Dr. #320 
San Jose, CA 95134 
USA 
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October 10, 2003 

Commissioner Kathleen Q. Abemathy 
Federal Commumcations Commission 
445 12th Streek NW 
Washington, D.C. 20554 

Dear Kathleen Abemathy, 

I am writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast flag" technology for digid 
television. As a consumer and citizen, I feel strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation, consumer 
nghts, and the ultimate adophon of DTV. 

A robust competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in mulufamrers' a m y  to innovate for 
their customers. Allowing movie studios to veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the smd~os to 
tell technologists what new product?: they can create. ?his wll result in products that don't necesmuily reflect 
what consumers like me actually want, and it could result in me being charged more money for infedor 
functionaity. 

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less likely to make an inveshnent in DTV-capable 
receivers and other equipment. I mll not pay more for devices that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood. 
Please do not mandate broadcast tlig technology for digital television. ?hank you for your time. 

Sincerely, 

Rima Ptetferkom 
46676 Windmill Dnve 
Fremont, CA 94539 
USA 
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October 10, 2003 

Commlssloner Kathleen Q Abernathy 
Federal Communlcatlons tommlsslon 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washlngton, D C 20554 

Dear Kathleen Abernathy, 

I am wrltlng to volce my oppooltlon to any FCCmandated adoptlon of "broadcast flag" technology for dlgltal televlslon As a 
consumer and cltlzen, I feel strongly that such a pollcy would be bad for Innowtlon, consumer rlgha, and the ultlmate 
adoptlon o? DTV 

A robust, competlllve market far consumer electronlcs must be rooted In manu(PCturcrs sbllky to Innovate for thelr 
customers AlloWlng movle studlos to veto features of DTV-reeeptlon equipment WIII enable the studlos to tell technologlsts 
what new products they can create Thb wlll result In produas that don't necessarlly reflect what consumers Ilke me 
actually want, and It could result In me belng charged more money for lnlerlor functlonalky 

If the FCC Issues a broadcast flag mandate I would actually be less llkely to make an Investment In DN-capable recelvers 
and other equlpment I wlll not pay more for devlces that llmk my rlghts at the behest 07 Hollywoad Please do not mandate 
broadcast flag technology for dlgltal televlslon Thank you for your tlme 

Slncerely, 

Judson Dunn 
4707 Pln Oak Park 61031 
Houston, TX 77081 
USA 
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Commissioner Kathleen Q Abernathy 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington. D.C. 2 0 5 5 4  

Dear Kathleen Abernathy 

I am writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast 
flas" technolosv for disital television. As a consumer and citizen. I feel 
strongly that &h a poiicy would be bad for innovation.   consumer rights: and the 
ultimate adoption of DTV. 

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in 
manufacturers' ability to innovate for their customers. Allowing movie studios to 
veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studios to tell 
technologists what new products they can create. This will result in products 
that don't necessarily reflect what consumers like me actually want. and it could 
result in me being charged more money for inferior functionality. 

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate. I would actually be less likely to 
make an investment in DTV-capable receivers and other equipment. I will not pay 
more for devices that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood. Please do not 
mandate broadcast flag technology for digital television. Thank you for your time 

Sincerely. 

Michael Sattler 
53 States Street 
San Francisco. CA 94114 
USA 
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October 10, 2003 

Commlssloner Kathleen Q Abernathy 
Federal Communlcatlons Comrnlsslon 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washlngton, D C 20554 

Dear Kathleen Abernathy, 

I am wrltlng to volce my opposltlon to any FCC-mandated adoptlon of "broadcast flag" technology for d lgh l  televlslon AS a 
consumer and citlzen, I feel strongly that such a pollcy would be bad for Innovation, consumer rlghh, and the ultlmate 
adoptlon of D N  

A robust, cornpetltlve market for consumer electronles must be rooted In manufacturers' rbllky to Innovate for thelr 
customers AllOWlng rnovle studlos to veto features of DTV-receptlon equlpment wlll enable the studlos to tell technologlsts 
what new products they can create Thls wlll result In products that don't necessarlly reflect what consumers Ilke me 
actually want, and It could result In me belng charged more money for Inferlorfunctlonalny 

I? the FCC Issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less llkely to make an Investment In DTV-capable recelvers 
and other equlpment I wlll not pay more for devlces that llmlt my rlghh at the behest of Hollywood Please do not mandate 
broadcast flag technology for dlgltal televlslon Thank you for your tlme 

Slncerely, 

Irene Shaw 
4108 Cross Creek Coult 
Arrt A 
Ralelgh, NC 27607 
USA 
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October IO, 2003 

Commlssloner Kathleen Q Abernathy 
Federal Communlcatlons Commlsslon 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washlngton, D C 20554 

Dear Kathleen Abernathy, 

I am wrltlng to volce my opposRlon to any FCCmandated adoptlon of "broadcast flag" technology for d lgb l  televlslon As a 
consumer and eltlzen, I feel strongly that such a pollcy would be bad for Innovatlon, consumer rlghh, and the ultlmate 
adoptlon of DTV 

A robust, competltlve market tor consumer eleetronlcs must be rooted In manufacturers' abllty to Innovate for thelr 
customers Allowlng movle studlos to veto features of DN-receptlon equlpment wlll enable the studlos to tell teehnologlsts 
what new products they can create This wlll result In products that don't necessarlly reflect what consumers llke me 
actually want, and n could result In me belng charged more money for Inferlor functlonalky 

If the FCC Issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less llkely to make an Investment In DN-capable recetvers 
and other equlpment I wlll not pay more for devices that llmlt my rights at the behest of Hollywood Please do not mandate 
broadcast flag technology for d l g b  televlslon Thank you tor your tlme 

Slncerely 

Connle McCue 
61 1 West Grand Avenue #IO 
Oakland, CA 94612 
USA 
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October 10, 2003 

Commissioner Ibthleen Q. Abemathy 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, D.C. 20554 

Dear Kathleen Abemathy, 

I am writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast flag technology for digital 
relension. As a consumer and ahzen, I feel strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation, consumer 
nghts, and the ulttmate adoption of DTV. 

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in manufacturers' ability to innovate for 
their NStOmeCS. Allowing mome stud~os to veto features of DTV-reception equipment dl enable the S t u d 1 0 5  to 
tell technologsts what new products they can create. ?his wll result in products that don't neceisanly reflect 
what consumers like me actually want, and it could result in me being charged more money for infedor 
functionality. 

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less likely to make an inveshnent in DTV-capable 
recetvers and other equipment. I wll  not pay more for devices that limit my dghts at the behest of Hollywood. 
Please do not manhte broadcast tlag technology for digtrl television. Thank you for your m e .  

Sincerely, 

Alison Mundale 
1609 27th sue A 
Seattle, WA 98122 
USA 
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October 10. 2003 

Commlssioner Kathleen Q. Abernathy 
Federal Communications Commission 
4 4 5  12th Street. NW 
Washington. D.C. 2 0 5 5 4  

Dear Kathleen Abernathy 

I an writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast 
flag" technology for digital television. As a consumer and citizen. I feel 
strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation. consumer rights, and the 
ultimate adoption of DTV. 

A robust. competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in 
manufacturers' ability to innovate for their customers. Allowing movie studios to 
veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studios to tell 
technologists what new products they can create. This will result in products 
that don't necessarily reflect what consumers like me actually want, and it could 
result in me being charged more money for inferior functionality. 

If the FCC issues a broadcast flaa mandate. I would actuallv be less likelv to 
make an investment in DTV-capable-receivers and other eqiipkent. -1  will^^& pay 
more for devices that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood. Please do not 
mandate broadcast flag technology for digital television. Thank you for your time 

Sincerely 

Brucee Stewart 
14970 Coleman Valley Rd. 
OcGidental. CA 9 5 4 6 5  
USA 
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- 
Octaber 10,2003 

Commissioner Kathleen Q Abemathy 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th Sheet, N W  
Washington, D.C. 20554 

Dear Kathleen Abemathy, 

1 m Writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast !la@ technology for digital televiion. As a consumer 
and citizen, 1 feel smongly that ouch a policy would be bad for havation, conoumer lights, and the ultimate adaption of DTV 

A robust. competitive market for c o m e r  electronics must be rooted in mnnufachxers' ability to innovate for thdr customers. .4uowing 
movie studios to veto features of DN-reception equipment will enable the shldioe to tell technologists whnt new productl they can 
create. This Wiu result in products that don't necessarily reflect what conoumers like me actudly want, and it could result in me bdng 
charged more money for inferior functionality. 

If the FCC brier n broadcant flq mandate, I would actuaUy be less Wrely to make an inveihnent in DTV.capnb1e r ecdvm and other 
equipment. I wiU not pay more for devices that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood. Plense do not mandate broadcast flq 
technology for di@ television. Thank you for your time. 

Sincerely, 

Tracy Stedman 
4132 Silkbay Ct 
Tdlahasiee, FL 32308 
USA 
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October 10. 2003 

Commissioner Kathleen Q Abernathy 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington. D.C. 20554 

Dear Kathleen Abernathy. 

I am writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast 
flag" technology for digital television. As a consumer and citizen. I feel 
strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation. consumer rights. and the 
ultimate adoption of DTV. 

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in 
manufacturers' ability to innovate f o r  their customers. Allowing movie studios to 
veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studios to tell 
technologists what new products they can create. This will result in products 
that don't necessarily reflect what consumers like me actually want. and it could 
result in me being charged more money for inferior functionality. 

I f  the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less likely to 
make an investment in DTU-capable receivers and other equipment. I will not pay 
more for devices that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood. Please do not 
mandate broadcast flag technology for digital television. Thank you for your time 

Sincerely 

Britt Blaser 
303 East 43rd Street. #28a 
#28a 
New Yurk. NY 10017 
USA 
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October I O ,  2003 

Commlssloner Kathleen Q Abernathy 
Federal Communlcatlons Commlsslon 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washlngton, D C 20554 

Dear Kathleen Abernathy 

I am wrtlng to volce my opposklon to any FCC-mandated adoptlon of "broadcast flag" technology for dlgka televlslon As a 
consumer and ctlzen, I feel strongly that such a pollcy would be bad for Innomtlon, consumer rlghn, and the ultlmate 
adoptlon of on/ 
A robust, competltive market for consumer electronks must be rooted In manuhcturers abllky to Innovate for thelr 
customers Allowlng movle studlos to veto Teatures o? DW-reception equlpment wlll enable the studlos to tell teehnologlsts 
what new products they can create Thls wlll result In products that don't necessarlly reflect what consumers Ilke me 
actually want, and It could result In me belng charged more money for lnlerlor functlonalty 

If the FCC Issues a broadcast flag mandate I would actually be less Ilkely to make an Investment In DN-capable reeelvers 
and other equlprnent I wlll not pay more (or dwlces that llmlt my rlghts at the behest OT Hollywood Please do not mandate 
broadcast flag technology for dlgltal televlslon Tnank you for your t h e  

Slncerely, 

Esther Bamberg 
954 curtls Avenue 
Santa Clara. CA 95051 
USA 
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October 1 U .  2003 

Commissioner Kathleen Q ,  Abernathy 
Federal Cummunicat ions Commission 
4 4 5  12th Street. NW 
Washington. D.C. 20554 

Dear Kathleen Abernathy. 

I am writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast 
flag" technology for digital television. As a consumer and citizen. I feel 
strongly that such a policy would be bad f o r  innovation. consumer rights. and the 
ultimate adoption of DTV. 

A robust. competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in 
manufacturers' ability to innovate for their customers. Allowing movie studios to 
veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studios to tell 
technologists what new products they can create. This will result in products 
that don't necessarily reflect what consumers like me actually want, and it could 
result in me being charged more money for inferior functionality. 

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate. I would actually be less likely to 
make an investment in DTV-capable receivers and other equipment. I will not pay 
more lor devices that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood. Please do not 
mandate broadcast flag technology for digital television. Thank you for your time 

Sincerely. 

Eric Skiff 
2305 29th Street. apt 3c 
Astoria. NY 11105 
USA 
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October 10, 2003 

Commlssloner Kathleen Q Abernathy 
Federal Communlcatlons Commlsslon 
445 12th street, NW 
Washlngton, D C 20554 

Dear Kathleen Abernathy 

I am wrtlng to volce my oppooitlon to any FCC-mandated adoptlon of "broadcast flag" technology for dlgital televlolon As a 
consumer and cltlren, I feel strongly that such a pollcy would be bad for Innwatlon, consumer rlghn. and the ultlmate 
adoptlon of DN 

A robust, competltlve market for consumer electron~es must be rooted In manuhnuren' abllky to Innovate for thelr 
customers Allowlng movle studlos to veto features of DN-reeeptlon equlpment wlll enable the studios to tell technologlsts 
what new products they can create Thls wlll result In products that don't neceosarlly reflect what consumers llke me 
actually want, and It could result In me belng charged more money for Inferlor functlonallty 

If the FCC Issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less llkely to make on Investment In DTV-capable recelvers 
and other equlpment I wlll not pay more for devlces that llmlt my rlghts at the behest of Hollywood Please do not mandate 
broadcast flag technology for dlglta televlslon Thank you for your tlme 

Slncerely. 

Jenn Olllvler 
1500 Larch clr #202 
Palm Bay, FL 32905 
USA 
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October IO, 2003 

Commlssloner Kathleen Q. Abernathy 
Federal Communlcatlons Commlsslon 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washlngton. D.C 20554 

Dear Kathleen Abernathy, 

I am writlng to volce my oppositlon to any FCC-mandated adoptlon of "broadcast flag" technology tor dlgital televlslon. As a 
consumer and cltlzen, I feel strongly that such a pollcy would be bad for Innovatbn, consumer rlghts, and the ultlmate 
adoptlon of D N .  

A robust, compettlve market tor consumer electronlcs must be rooted In manufacturers' abllRy to Innovate for thelr 
customers. Allowlng movle studlos to veto features of DN-reeeptlon equlpment will enable the studlos to tell technologlsts 
what new products they can create. Thls wlll result In products that don't necesssrlly reflect what consumers llke me 
actually want, and It could result In me belng charged more money for lnferlor tunetlonallty. 

If the FCC Issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less llkely to make an Investment In DN-capable recelvers 
and other equlpment. I wlll not pay more for devlces that llmlt my rlghts at the behest of Hollywood. Please do not mandate 
broadeast flag technology for dlglta televlslon Thank you for your tlme 

Slncerely. 

James Sclanna 
201 5.  4th St. E24-A 
San Jose, CA 951 12 
USA 
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October 10, 2003 

Commissioner Kathleen Q. Abemathy 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, D.C. 20554 

Dear Kathleen Abemathy, 

I m writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast flag" technology for digital 
telemsion. As a consumer and cihzen, I feel strongty that such a policywould be bad for innovation, consumer 
nghts, and the ultimate adoption of DTV. 

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in manufacturers' abiltty to innovate for 
their customers. Alloulng movie studos to veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studor to 
tell technologists what near products they can create. This wll result in products that don't necessanly reflect 
what consumers like me actually want, and it could result in me being charged more money for infenor 
functionality. 

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less likely to make an inverhnent in DTV-capable 
receivers and other equipment. I will not pay more for demces that limit my r i g h t s  at the behest of Hollywood. 
Please do not mvldate broadcast flag technology tor dgital telemslon. Thank you for your time. 

Sincerely, 

Manuel Lora 
ill5 WALSMLEY AVENUE 
APT. 4 
New Orleans, LA 70125 
USA 
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October 10: 2003 

Commissioner Kathleen Q. Abemathy 
Federal Communioatians Commission 
445 12th Sheet, NW 
W a s h i g t o ~  D.C. 20554 

Dear Kathleen Abemathy, 

I fun writing to voice my opposition to m y  FCC-mmdated adoption of "broadcast flag" techology for w t a l  television. As n c o m e r  
and citizen, I feel strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovntion, c o m e r  *ts, and the u l b a t e  adoption of DTV. 

A robust, competitive market for o o n m e r  electmanics mwt be rooted in mnnufncnuers' ability to innovate for their cuBtomem AUowing 
movie studios to veto features of DTV.feoeption equipment will enable the studios to tell technologirts what new products they om 
create. lhis will result in products that don't necessarily reflect what c o m e r n  like me actudly want, and it could result in me being 
charsed more money for inferior functionality. 

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandute, I would actually be less Wrely to m& 
equipment. I will not pay more for devices that h i t  my rights at the beheit of Hollywood. Plewe do not mandate broadcast flag 
technology for digital television. Thlhant you for your time. 

investment in DTV-capable receivers and other 

Sincerely: 

Scott Smith 
215 10 Se 392nd St 
Enurnclaw, WA 98022 
USA 



Page 1 of 1 8 21 51 PM, 10110103 5413023099 . 

October IO, 2003 

Commlssloner Kathleen Q Abernathy 
Federal Communlcatlons Commlsslon 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washlngton. D C 20554 

Dear Kathleen Abernathy, 

I am wrltlng to volce my opposltlon to any FCC-mandated adoptlon of "broadcast flag" technology for dlgkal televlslon As a 
consumer and ctlzen, I feel strongly that such a pollcy would be bad for Innowtlon, consumer rlghts and the ultlmate 
adoptlon of DTV 

A robust, compettlve market for consumer electronlcs must be rooted In manufacturers' abllry to Innovate for thelr 
customers Allowlng movle studlos to veto features of DTV-receptlon equlpment wlll enable the studlos to tell technologlsts 
what new products they can create Thls wlll result In products that don't necessarlly reflect what consumen llke me 
actually want, and It could result In me belng charged more money for InferlorfunctlonalRy 

If the FCC Issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less Ilkely to make an Investment In DTV-capable recelvers 
and other equlpment I wlll not pay more for devlces that l lmt  my rlghts at the behest of Hollywood Please do not mandate 
broadcast flag technology for dlgltal televlslon Thank you for your tlme 

Slncerely 

Paul Phllllps 
708 N 35th St 
Seadle, WA 98103 
USA 
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October 10, 2003 

Commissioner Kathleen Q. Abemathy 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, D.C. 20554 

Dear Ibthleen Abemathy, 

I a m  writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast flng" technology for &.gal 
telemsion. As a consumer and cihzen, I feel strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation, consumer 
rights, and the ultimate adophon of DTV. 

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in manufacturers' ability to innovate for 
their customers, Allomingmovie studios to veto features of DTV-reception equipmentarill enable the studios to 
tell technologists what n w  products they can create, This will result m products that don't necessady reflect 
what  consumer^ like me actudly want, and it could result in me being charged more money for inferior 
functionality. 

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less likely to make an invesment in DTV-capable 
receivers and other equipment. I d l  not pay more for demces that limit my rights at the behest of Holly.vood. 
Please do not mandate broadcart flag technology for d~gitnl television. Thank you for your time. 

Sincerely, 

D. Rtff Millar 
12529 - 35th Ave. NE 
Apt. #202 
Seattle, WA 98125 
USA 
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October 10, 2003 

Commlssloner Kathleen Q. Abernathy 
Federal Communlcatlons Commlsslon 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washlngton, D.C. 20554 

Dear Kathleen Abernathy. 

I am wrtlng to volce my opposltlon to any FCC-mandated adoptlon of "broadcast flag" technology for dlgkal televlslon. As a 
consumer and citlzen, I feel strongly that such a pollcy would be bad for Innovstlon, consumer rlghn, and the ultlmate 
adoptlon of DTV. 

A robust, compettlve market for consumer electronlcs must be rooted In manuhcturers' abllky to Innovate for thelr 
customers. Allowlng movle studlos to veta features of DTV-receptlon equipment wlll enable the studlos to tell technologists 
what new products they can create. 

I currently tlme-shlft televlslon broadcasts 101 personal vlewlng on a regular basls. lmposklon of a broadeast flag wlll llmlt 
my ablllty to do thls Is the future, and thus DTV wlll have no place In my household. I wlll not pay more for devlces that 
llmlt my rlghts at the behest of Hollywood. 

Please do not mandate broadcast flag technology for d lgh l  televlslon. Thank you for your tlme 

Slncerely, 

Robelt Howard 
765 N Salnt Marys Ln NW 
MarleRa, GA 30064 
USA 


